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CURRENT TOPICS. 


We recret to announce the death of Mr. J. W. Pyz-Smrrn, 
the Town Clerk of Sheffield. Associated with that town all his 
life, Mr. Pyz-Surrn had taken an active part both in its 
public affairs and in numerous religious and philanthropic 
movements. Joining his father’s firm some 
A was in — aac oe as a wig Bc 0 

period he was successively councillor, alderman, mayor 
and, in the last yoar of it Brosiden of the Sheffield District 
neorpora: w Society. 1 @ vacancy occurring 
Sean Sah rks one 

position, and while he it 

sir important matters, notably the acquisition of water- 
works by the town. He was an excellent example of a class of 
men whose influence is all-important in the development and 
elevation of municipal life. 





Tux accounts of the Land Registry whi 
lished are interesting more for what 

they reveal. Toall appearance the 

lar financial prosperity. The receipts are 
ture £8,929. Tiere & Gan babar ot . 
tion lies in the fact, noted at the top of the account, that with 
the Land Regi been i the Middlesex 

of Deeds. But ee Ted Regietry 
receipts in respect of the 

the Middlesex Registry, the account 

Some years ago the fees of the Middlesex ! 
about £15,000, so that it does not look as 
Registry contributed = much. The account in 
form serves the double object of concealing at once 
cost to the country of ion of title, and the b 
= ene in Middlesex by registration 


Tux account of the receipts and expenditure in of the 
High Court of Justice and the Court of Appeal, has just 
been issued, shews that the total is £637,902. 
chief items of which this is Ng sss salaries of j 
(including salary of the Lord , £6,000), oe 6; 
retiring annuities of judges (including pensions of Lord . 
cellors om my per — each), £31,631 ; wom ef eee 
judge’s , &., £269,485; pensions, compensations, 

a uation allowances of officers, &c., £61,854. There is 
also an item of £10,229 for circuit expenses of the judges and 
their suites. The expenditure shews a decrease of £13,170 as 
compared with the eer The receipts are £489,649 ; 
but of this amount e sum of £92,017 represents the amount of 
dividends which would have arisen from stock 

Suitors’ Fund had the same not been cancelled 

of Justice (Salaries and Funds) Act, 1869. 
receipts the chief item is £341,791 received 
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amount for the previous year. It is not clear why the authorities 
responsible for these accounts should treat the unclaimed money 
of suitors as a source of revenue available for carrying on the 
judicial business of the country, especially as, under the present 
oe the income is purely fictitious. Oontrasting the 
expenditure with the actual receipts, it seems that the 
administration of justice in the Supreme Court costs the country 
£240,271, an amount which cannot be considered as excessive. 











THE various Treasury minutes relating to the remuneration 
of the Law Officers of the Crown are conveniently collected in a 
Parliamentary paper which has been issued this week. The 
minute of the 12th of August, 1875, fixed the salaries of the 
Attorney-General and Solicitor-General for non-contentious 
business at £7,000 and £6,000 a year respectively, and fees for 
contentious business were to be paid according to the ordinary 
professional scale. The minute of the 8th of December, 1889, 
re this arrangement, and added that the ordinary 
professional scale should mean the scale of fees which a Queen’s 
counsel of average standing might properly accept, with a 
maximum fee of 150 guineas on brief (unless the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer sanctioned a higher fee), and refresher 30 
guineas ; the special fee for appearing out of London not to 
exceed 100 guineas. In the minute of the 5th of December, 
1892, appears the first restriction on private practice. The law 
officers were not to appear for private clients in any case 
except in the House of Lords and before the Privy Council, and 
upon retainers delivered before acceptance of office. The 
salaries for non-contentious business remained as before, but 
the maximum scale of fees was omitted except as to the fee of 
100 guineas for appearing out of London. The minute of the 
29th of June, 1894, contained two important alterations. 
Fees for contentious business were abolished, and the 
salaries wore fixed at £10,000 and £9,000 a year. At 
the same time the law officers were not to undertake business of 
any kind on behalf of private clients, and on appointment were 
to return all private briefs and papers. A glance at the return 
of the salaries of the law officers since 1880, which is contained 
in the same Parliamentary paper, shews that this arrangement 
meant a serious pecuniary sacrifice. From 1880 to 1892 the 
salary of the Attorney-General varied from £9,179 to £12,109. 
In only four of the twelve years was it under £10,000. Thus 
the Attorney-General, besides his fees for private practice, 
received a higher official salary than that allowed by the minute 
of 29th of June, 1894. The loss to the Solicitor-General was 
not so great, the £9,000 a year representing a slight increase on 
the average official salary. The present arrangement, while it 
comfirms the rule of 1894 as to private practice, recognises the 
inadequacy of the fixed salaries, and returns to the system of 
separate payments for contentious and non-contentious business, 

ucing in this respect the arrangement of the 8th of 
December, 1889. 





WHEN An equitable assignment is made of property under 
the legal control or in the possession of a third person, notico 
to such third person is a valuable means of protecting the 

© assignment, but it does not strictl 
at_title. is was pointed out by Lord 
. ard ¥. ncombe (42 W. R., p. 65; 1893, 
A. ©. 369), where, in discussing the rule in Dearle v. Hall (3 
Russ. 1), he objected to the assertion that notice was nécessary 
to complete the title of the assignee. The equitable title is 
complete without the notice, although, until notice has been 

i 1s possible that the title may be rendered valueless by 

Some other equity. 
weiGh@t WI Lont oSE CT in deciding, in the recent 
case of London and Yorkshire — (Limited) v. White (ante, p. 
708), notice of an equitable assignment of goods did not 
require registration as a bill of sale. A printer was indebted 
to the plaintiff bank in respect of an overdrawn account, and 
the bank required security. The printer had entrusted certain 
books and goods to Grssmves & Co. for sale, and he verbally 
agreed to assign these tothe bank as security for the debt. 
Subsequently to the agreement he signed a notice to Ginpines & 
Qo., informing them of the assignment, and directing them to 
pay over the proceeds of sale to the bank. The notice was 
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forwarded to Gisninas & Co. by the bank. Upon a dispnts 
arising as to the title to the goods it was contended that the 
notice was ‘‘a licence to take possession of personal chattels ag 
security for a debt,’ and consequently required registration gs 
a billof sale. Lord RussE.1, however, held that the title of 


the bank depended only on the tit 

b @ ver eoment, and hence, upon the well- 
doctrine that the Bills of Sale Acts strike at documents, and not 
at transactions (North Central Wagon Co. v. Manchester, Sheffield 
and Lincolnshire Kailway Co., 39 W. Kh. 443, . D. 191; 
Newlove v. Shrewsbury, 21 Q. B. D. 41), there was nothing t 
which the Acts could apply. The effect of the notice, moreover, 
was to make it impossible for the printer to resume possessiog 
of the goods without the concurrence of the bank, and the 
decision was in accordance with the principle of (sparta 
Hubbard (17 Q. B. D. 690), that the Acts do not apply where 
the debtor parts with possession of the goods on which he 
gives security. 





Tue case of Wood v. The London County Council (ante, p. 742), 
heard before GRanTHaM and LAWRANCE, JJ., on August 6, is 
important as being the first decision under section 7 of the 
London Building Act, 1894, which has reference to the sanction 
required by any person in the metropolis before commencing to 
form or lay out new streets. Before that Act was passed the 
enactments relative to streets and buildings in the county of 
London were contained in some thirteen Acts of Parliament, 
some being local and personal Acts, but the greater part being 
public Acts. The provisions as to streets and buildings scat- 
tered through these various Acts were in many respects com- 
plicated, doubtful, and difficult to find, and the object of the 
Act of 1894—itself a local and personal Act (57 & 58 Vict.¢, 
cexill.)—was to consolidate and amend these various provisions, 
an object it has effected by repealing the portions of the earlier 
statutes which had reference to streets and buildings in London, 
and forming one code applicable to what is called the Adminis- 
trative County of London. By the 7th section of the Act, 
which comes under the heading of the formation and widening 
of streets, ‘before any person commences to form or lay out 
any street, whether intended to be used for carriage traffic or 
for foot traffic only, such person shall make an application in 
writing to the council for their sanction to the formation or 
laying out of such street.” That being the section, the ques- 
tion that arose in Wood’s case was whether a person who has, on 
his own land, laid outa quadrangle or courtyard, around which 
he proposes to build flats to be let out to tenants, is forming 
or laying out a street intended to be used for carriage traflic 
or foot traffic only. The site in question, which abutted on 
Victoria-street, Westminster, was the property of Mr. Woon, 
and had formerly been used as a brewery, but the brewery 
business having been disposed of, Mr. Woop cleared the le 
and built a block of flats on the side fronting the street, and this 





had been completed before the ing of the Act. Through 
this block and from Victoria street there was 4 passage oF 
archway into the quadrangle, and round this quadrangle the 


owner proposed to build three other blocks of flats, thereby 
forming a square with the quadrangle in the centre. The 
passage into the quadrangle and the quadrangle itself were to 
be used solely by the tenants of the flats and those visiting | 





them; the public were to have no rights of access to OF 
passage along the quadrangle, which had no other accees than 
the archway from the street, and this archway was closed by aa 
iron gate. Under these circumstances a metropolitan magit 
trate held that, as 4 question of fact, the owner, in pre 
posing to make and build round this quadrangle, was formi 
or laying out a street within the meaning of the section, 
since he had not obtained the required consent, the magistrate 
convicted the owner, and imposed a nominal fine. This convit- 
tion, however, has been set aside by the Divisional Court, who 
declined to treat the question as one of fact, and decided, as & 
matter of law, that the magistrate was wrong in holding that 
the place in question was a street within the meaning of 
section. To hold otherwise, indeed, would be productive of 
much inconvenience, and would, as pointed out in the judgment 
‘of the court, be a serious infringement of the rights of privale/ 





! owners. 


_ Sept. 7, 1895: 7 
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THE JUDICATURE ACTS, 1873-1894. 


Jv the paper written by the late Lord Bowzn in 1886 upon the 
gibject of ‘the Law Courts under the Judicature Acts,” to 
which we referred recently (ante, p. 717), it was only natural 
that the learned judge should have spoken with more confidence 
of matters relating to the administration of justice in the 
Division of the High Oourt, with which he was specially 
familiar, than of matters connected with the working of the 
Chancery Division. With regard to the Queen’s Bench 
Division, the reforms and amendments which have been carried 
into effect since Lord Bowxzn wrote have—with an important 
exception—been upon the lines suggestion by his article. The 
exception, as we have already stated, was with reference to the 
posal, which was embodied in Mr. Fryxay’s Act four years 
fier, that applications for new trials should be decided in the 
first instance by the Court of Appeal instead of being given—if 
we may be allowed the expression—a ‘‘ preliminary canter” 
through a divisional court. Lord Bowsn based his objection to 
the proposal on the ground that the Court of Appeal would be 
unable to deal with the additional amount of business which 
would be thrown on its hands. But it is not unlikely that he 
was unconsciously influenced by the idea which was generally 
accepted without question when he wrote—that divisional 
courts were an integral and necessary part of the system of 
rocedure in the Queen’s Bench Division. To a certain extent 
ey were regarded as the lineal descendants of the old courts 
in banc of pre-Judicature days, and the illustrious traditions of 
those tribunals, which were still fresh in men’s memories, 
invested the Judicature Act Divisional Courts—in the earlier 
days, at any rate—with a dignity and importance which they 
did not altogether succeed in maintaining. Divisional courts 
would, no doubt, have played a very important part if the original 
sheme of the Judicature Acts, which involved the vesting of 
the appellate jurisdiction of the House of Lords and of the 
present Oourt of Appeal in one august body, had ever been 
carried out. Under the scheme which was eventually adopted 
hey were often nothing better than the fifth wheel of a coach. 

It is curious that a critic of Lord Bowszn’s experience and 
wumen should have failed to recognize the desirability of limiting 
the appellate jurisdiction of the Divisional Court to what is now 
its main function—namely, the decision of appeals from inferior 
tribunals. The Judicature Act of 1890 deprived divisional courts 
of their jurisdiction to deal with applications for new trials. The 
Act of last year took away from them their appellate jurisdiction 
in matters relating to practice and procedure. The total aboli- 
tion of their awe jurisdiction, except that in relation to 
appeals from inferior tribunals, seems now a less sweeping pro- 
om than the cutting down of their powers, which has already 

nm effected, would have appeared to Lord Bowen in 1886. 

Although, as we have said, the changes effected with reference 
to the business of the Queen’s Bench Division, have, on the 
whole, followed the lines suggested by Lord Bowsn, there can 
be little doubt that, if the late judge had been spared to supple- 
ment his observations on the law courts under the Judicature 
Acts from 1875 to 1886 by a review of the working of the system 
during the following decade, he would have found that some of 
the opinions expressed and suggestions made by him in 1886 
Tequired considerable modification. This remark applies, per- 
haps, with greater force to Lord Bowen’s criticism of the work- 
ing of the Chancery Division than to his cbservations in connec- 
tion with the business of the Queen’s Bench Division. 

Lord Bowen was able to deal with the machinery of the com- 
mon law courts by the light of his own = practical experi- 
ence. In criticizing the methods of the Chancery Division, he 
wrote, to some extent, as a doctrinaire. In his article he said, 
“The arrears in the Chancery Division appear to be even of a 
more serious description, and it is probable that the creation of 
& new judge will form a necessary part of any remedial scheme 
that can be devised. But the more appointment of another 
Chancery judge would be an imperfect measure, unless accom- 
panied by a vigorous attempt to revise the organization of busi- 
ness in the existing Chancery court.” Lord Bowzn’s statement 
as to the necessity for the appointment of an additional Chan- 
tery judge was endorsed by the Council of Judges in 1892. In 
the forefront of the resolutions relating to the Chancery Divi- 








sion we find, “An additional judge 
the division is necessary for the 


has been the fashion for some years for every writer who dis- 
cusses the working of the Cha Division, to start with the 
assumption that this division is short-handed, and that the 


appointment of an additional Chancery judge is necessary. 
tho prenent state of business in the Ohancery Division, how- 
ever, renders such a step less urgent than wry me Aig ayy 
tobe. A « bitter ary” has renently gone up from Sir Francis 
Jeune, that he and his single —_ are unable to keep pace 
with the business of their division, but the judges of the han. 
cery Division seem to be fairly abreast of their work. It would 
“p that remedies less heroic than the appointment of an 

‘tional judge have sufficed to diminish the arrears of busi- 
ness in the Chancery courts. 

Lord Bowen seems to have been of opinion that the un- 
satisfactory state of affairs in the O Division ten years 
ago was due in some measure to the fact that the Chancery 
Courts were not absorbed and amalgamated by the Judicature 
Acts into one division in the same sense and to the same extent 
as ‘the common law courts were absorbed and amalgamated. 
He writes, ‘‘ The Judicature Acts, that effected so large and, in 
many respects, so salutary a change of common law, left the 
administration of Chancery business still substantially in need 
of amendment, probably because the Lord Chancellors of the 
day were equity and not common lawyers. The amalgamation 
of the common law courts into a single Queen’s Bench Division 
has been carried out so thoroughly as to leave no branch of the 
Queen’s Bench judges with any special functions of their own— 

utting aside the single exception of the judge in bankruptcy. 
h common law judge in rotation takes his place at every part 
of the machine. The Chancery Division, on the other hand, 
though nominally one and indivisible, still remains divided in 
reality into separate and independent courts, each with its siagle 
judge and its own staff of officials. . . . It scarcely requires 
an extended familiarity with the details to“justify the assertion 
that some re-organization and some considerable fusion of the 
separate equity courts and chambers is needed, if delays are to 
be avoided, expense saved, and arrears reduced into reasonable 
limits.” 

The views thus expressed by Lord Bowen have been shared 
by other competent critics, but we venture to think that, though 
no doubt sound enough from an academical point of view, they 
would not have the support of those who have daily practical 
experience of the administrative details of Chancery work. It 
may be said with some plausibility that to have one division an 
undivided whole, with the judges di ing the different 
duties involved in the work of the division turn and turn about, 
and to have another division consisting of a set of separate 
tribunals, practically independent of each other, is quite incon- 
sistent with the scheme of the Judicature Acts. But, after 
all, practical convenience is a more im consideration than 
theoretical uniformity, and we ss whether there is any 
real need for the “some considerable fusion of the separate 
equity courts and chambers” which Lord Bown advocated in 
1886. At any rate, nothing substantial has been done in this 
direction since 1886, and the i state of affairs which 
then existed has, to a great extent, been remedied. 

At the same time, there can be no question that much time 
and expense might be saved by judicious changes in the 
organization of the officers of the Chancery Division. The 
Chancery judges themselves’ clearly recognize this. In the 
Resolutions of 1892 the Chancery judges state that they attach 

+ importance to the ion of the existing relations 

ween themselves and their respective chief clerks, and do not 
recommend the disturbance of relations. With this ex- 

tion they express their approval of ‘the n in 
a respects of the entire ry officers staff,” and 
adopt the recommendations of the Committee of 1885. These 
recommendations were to the effect that the whole of the ad- 
ministrative staff of the C Division should eventually be 
brought under the control of several omens see 
attaching to each judge a sufficient number of to do 
the business of He png d causes and matters; that se should 
be taken by which on any vacancy occurring amoag 
trars or taxing masters or their clerks, the vacancies should be 
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filled by appointing additional chief and other clerks to act with 
the present chief clerks and their clerks; and that by “—— 
the te offices of registrars and eer dre should be 
abolished. The Chancery judges also adopt the following 
recommendation made by the committee of 1885: ‘‘At some 
future time it would probably ad that a new classification 
and arrangement of clerks should be made, but experience alone, 
we think, can indicate what changes should be made in this 
’ 


hese recommendations were made by the committee which 
ed in 1885, and were emphasized by the Chancery judges 
in 1892. The responsible authorities have the benefit of the 
er eee years’ experience—which the committee con- 
sidered necessary in 1885. In this connection we venture to 
repeat the suggestion made in a previous article that, if there 
is to be another overhauling and re-adjustment of the machi- 
nery connected with the administration of justice in the 
Supreme Court, the re-adjustment should be as comprehensive 
as possible, and, so far as finality in such matters is practicable, 
should be final. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE FINANCE ACT, 1894. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—We are having a difficulty with the Inland Revenue 
authorities on the question of the construction of section 6, sub- 
section 8, of the Finance Act, 1894. 

Our contention is that no estate duty under that Act need be paid 
on a testator’s real estate, until a year from his death, and no interest 
runs on such duty until the expiration of such year. The authorities 
say in their opinion this section only applies to real estate specifieall 
devised, and not to real estate devised in trust for sale, as is the bul 
of the property we have to.deal with in this matter, and that interest 
runs from the testator’s death. 

We urged that the way in which the property is disposed of by the 
testator does not affect the question, and the point is still open 
between us. Ifthe view taken by the authorities is to be upheld, 
section 6, sub-section 8, will lose half its value. 

If any of your readers have had any similar case, we shall be much 
obliged if they will let us know what transpired with regard to it. 

‘ HERBERT BRAMLEY & Son. 

6, Paradise-square, Sheffield, Sept. 3. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Dear Sir,—Referring to ‘‘ Solicitor’s”’ letter, which you quote from 
the Times of the 24th ult., on page 744 of your last issue, I venture 
to doubt the accuracy of his statement that C. and D. pay estate duty 
on the settled property at the rate of 4} per cent. 

Section 4 of the Finance Act, which “Solicitor” quotes, provides 
pad gg aryl in respect of which estate duty is leviable shall be aggre- 
gated, but section 5 (2) enacts that if estate duty has been paid in 

t of any settled property since the date of the settlement, 
estate duty shall not be payable in respect thereof until the death of 
a _— competent to dis of the property. 

erefore, as presumably estate duty was paid on A.’s death, and 
80 by section 5 is not payable on B.’s death in respect of the settled 
abel fa ow it can be aggregated under section 4 with 
,, and I am of opinion that no further duty on such pro- 

perty is payable by C. and D. or E. 

ape: section 21 this would also be the case if probate duty had 
been paid on A.’s death. W. J. Bz 

Sept. 4th. 








Mr. R. B. Finlay, Q.C., Solicitor-General for England, has been returned 
on seeking re-election for the Inverness Burghs. 


Mr. H. W. Madge, partner in the firm of Oliver Jones, Billson, & Co., 
solicitors, Liverpool, met with his death under shocking circumstances at 
the Central Station, Birkenhead, on Friday, the 30th ult. He was seen 
on the platform apparently waiting for the train for Liverpool, and was 
at the end of the platform furthest from the station buildings. As the 
train approached the spot he was observed to fall in front of the engine, 
which passed over him, causing terrible injuries and instant death. He 
had to go on a holiday trip to the Baltic at the end of this week. 
He leaves a widow and family. At the inquest held at Birkenhead on the 
following day it appeared that Mr. M had suffered recently from 
insomnia and dizziness, the result of overwork. A verdict of “ Accidental 
death” was returned. 


+ 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
ALLIANCE. FINANCIAL CORPORATION (LIM )—3rd September. 
Company—Winvinc_urp—Grounps or—F Raub. 


This was a shareholders’ petition fora winding-up order. The . 
tioners held amongst them Xe 60 of ordinary shares and £590 of founter 
shares. The petition alleged that the pore was incorporated 
March, 1887, with a nominal capital of £110,000, divided into 100,00 
ordinary shares of £1 each and 1,000 founder’s shares of £10 each. Of 
this capital the whole of the founder’s shares have been issued as fully 
paid. As regards the ordinary shares, £25,000 have been issued, in respect 
of which there had been paid or credited in respect of calls on December 
31, 1894 (including a payment of £130 in advance of calls), sums amount. 
ing to £4,805. The petition further stated that one John Grunell had for 
several years past been managing director of the corporation, and that he 
has had the entire control of its affairs. N of the sons mentioned 
in the prospectus issued to the public have Tor several years acvad-wr 
directors. Une of the persons sala to-ve HTCseL 5 & COr- 
— could not be found, and another was said not to at all. 

hat, by means of an allotment of founder’s shares to the London and 
Provincial Financial Corporation (Limited) and their nominees, Joba 
Grunell and one 8. J. Capon had able to commit, and 5 
mitted, a series of frauds o the ioners, who 
been e and pay for such fo 8 , and also for 
ordinary shares in the corporation. vie p nces, th 
etitione nitte ju ble that the corpor 
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should by the court. 





MWatuew, J., made m be wound up by the 
court.—CounseL, Arnold White; Alexander, QO. OLICITORS, fF. JB, 
Tarrit t; E j § Si d. 


[Reported by J. E. Aupous, Barrister-at-Law.]) 


THE CORRUPT AND ILLEGAL PRACTICES PREVENTION ACT, 1883, 
AND IN THE MATTER OF THE ELECTION FOR THE STROUD 
DIVISION OF THE COUNTY OF GLOUCESTER, HOLDEN ON THE 
18th DAY OF JULY, 1895—3rd September. 

Business — Paruiamentary Execrion—Fauvre to Rerugy 

Execrion Expenses—Re ier. 

This was an application on behalf of Mr. C. P. Allen, a candidate at 

the above election, and Mr. W. H. Brown, of 49, Cork-street, ps 
his election agent, for relief from the provisions of the Oorrup 

Illegal Practices Pre st : fo = 


tha peesci : 
of . Allen. The 
from the illness of Mr. Brown and the inadvertence of his clerk. 


MarygN. Jax granted the relict saked for.— Pounsst, Harman. Souice 
— aterhouse, Winterbotham, Harrison, ¢ Harper, for W. H. Brown, 
Bristol. 

[Reported by J. E. Aupovs, Barrister-at-Law.) 
BESSON v. BESSON, BESSON v. BESSON & CO. (LIM.)—3rd September. 


Pracrice—Noricg or Morion—Sznvics or—ApsounNMENT OF Morton, 


Vacation | 
| 

' 

' 

‘ 

. 

This was an application upon behalf of the plaintiff that motions ia 1 
1 

8 

a 

t 

Cc 

a 





P 
d of the app 


ee 


these actions might stand over upon the ground that the writs and 
notices of motion for Tuesday, August 27, had only been served on the : 
defendant Madame Besson on the previous Monday, August o, son the 
service of the notices of motion was, therefore, not good. time 
limited for appearance had expired on the 2nd of September, and it 
proposed to file notice of motion for Tuesday next under R. 8. 0 
67, r. 4. 
Matuew, J., allowed the motions to stand over, but said that 
laintiff brought on the motions without sarang Se defendant Madame 
Besson he wosld do co at his own risk. It had suggested on behalf 
of the plaintiff that the officials ~~ refuse to file the notice in the 
Vacation, but there would be no difficulty as to that.—Covunss:, W. F, 
Webster. Soxscrrons, Michael Abrahams, Sons, § Co. 
(Reported by J. E. Aupovs, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL ». LORD SUDELEY AND OTHERS—22nd May 
and 3rd August. 

Intann Revenve—Prosars Dury—Forgicn Asszr. 


This was an information by the Attorney-General praying that the 
sum of £111,350 15s. 7d., being one-fourth of certain mortgage 
securities in New Zealand, forming part of the residuary 





estate of the Hon. Algernon Gray Tollemache, might be uded 
in the value for the p of bate duty of the personal estate 
of his widow, Frances Louisa T , who died on the 15th of 





Algernon Gray Tollemache, her husband, died on the 


April, 1893. 
ie domiciled in and at the time of 









SP oP oese ers cay ceo om 


16th of January, 1892 
his death he a 






large personal estate, including sums amount ; 
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ing to upwards of £400,000 invested in of real estate in New 

Zealand. By his will, dated the 31st of Jan 
to his wife, Frances 

others he devised and bequeathed the residue of his real and re 

six codicils thereto we ope ae executed, and at the time of his death his 

wife became absolutely entitled, 

Tollemache proceeded to administer his personal estate, and 

duty upon it, excluding therefrom the personal 


mortgages 

1874, after bequeathing 
various specific legacies S Lathe Tellienstie, eal 

estate to trustees upon trust to distribute it as provided in the 
by virtue of these ee a 
tions, to one-fourth of the residue. The executors and trustees of A. G. 
ee aioe eek 
Before the residue had been distributed, and w the estate was in 























‘ted in 
100,000 course of be’ red, Frances L. Tollemache aie SS 
h. Of defendants to information her executors, and beq' to 
8 fully her personal estate upon trust for sale and conversion. The ts 
respect roved her will in May, 1893. They included as part of her estate the 
cember ourth share of the residue of A. G. Tollemache’s estate, exclusive of the 
mount. New Zealand mortgages, which they claimed to leave entirely out of 
had for account. The estimated value of . Tollemache’s fourth of the New 
that he Zealand property was upwards of £111,000, and it was upon this sum that 
ntioned the Crown now sought to recover duty. Whilst that the 
tena executors of A. G. Tollemache had rightly excluded the New Zealand pro- 
ie Cor- perty from their return, it was contended that the share of Frances L. 
at all. ollemache (including the money invested in New Zealand ) was 
on and an ‘‘ asset ’’ of her estate recoverable by her executors in En virtute 
, John oficii, 2nd that they ought, therefore, to take probate of that asset here 
com. and pay duty on the value thereof, ee Se tre | that some of the 
ho assets of A. G. Tollemache (those already men ) were not locally 
also for situate in this country. The claim of the Crown was mainly rested = 
08 the authority of the case of In the Goods of Ewing (6 P. D. 19). 
OTe following cases were also cited during the atfguments: Evecutors vf. Perry 
v. The Queen (17 W. R. 382, L. R. 4 Exch. 27), Forbes v. Stevens (18 W. R. 
by the 686, L. R. 10 Eq. 178), Laidlay v. The Lord Advocate (15 App. Cas. 468), 
- &, Pearse v. Pearse (9 Simon’s Rep. 430), Attorney-General v. ‘~~ and Others 
(2 Cl. & F. 84), Attorney-General v. Lomas (22 W. R. 188, L. R. 9 
Exch. 29). 
Tue Court (Lord Russz1, C.J., and Cuanugs, J.) having taken time to 
[, 1883, consider their judgment, were of opinion that it should be entered for the 
TROUD defendants. ‘They could not accept the dicta of Sir James Hannen in the 
NT Ewing case as @ correct statement of the law ; moreover, that case differed 
in one important particular from the present case. The New Zealand 
‘ estate here remained a foreign asset in the hands of the executors of A. G. 
Rerums Tollemache as trustees for the executors of Frances Tollemache as to her 
share in it, and at the time of her death it was not within the jurisdiction 
idate at of the English court. Her executors could not have recovered it here 
Bristol, virtute oficis ; it was no portion of her estate in England, and the general 
pt and rule of law was applicable by which the amount of probate duty is to be 
e make regulated, not by the value of all the assets which an executor or adminis- 
Xpenses trator may ultimately administer by virtue of the will or letters of admin- 
oD arose istration, but by the value of such part as is at the death of the deceased 
ithin he furisdiction oO. he opate is ' 
So ict- we Ww ams on E ecutors, Ytb e 
Brown, 7 on asse in the 
tator’s a cl é 0 
foe 1p ,._4 tiorney To hmona Ur. & 
tember. a ‘Attorney-General ¥. Bope (2 Ol. & Fin, 84). The share of Frances 
oTION. Tollemache in the mo: securities in New Zealand was not an asset of 
: her estate in England, and her executors were not compellable to take pro- 
tions in bate in respect thereof. The mere right to sue the executors of A. G. 
rite and Tollemache in this country for an account and for payment of the 
on the share did not alter the character of the asset. It remained a foreign asset 
and the of which the executors could not possess themselves without the interven- 
he time tion of the colonial court. Judgment for the defendants with costs.— 
d ~~ Counszn, Sir R. Reid, Q.0., A.G., and Vaughan Hawkins ; Channel, Q.C., 
0., a and Bremner. Soxscrrons, Solicitor of Inland Revenue; J. A. Bertram. 
t if the [Reported by T. Maruew, Barrister-at-Law.] 
Madame 
2 behalf 


oe County Courts. 
GAFFYN ». LAZARUS—Marylebone, July. 
Paro. Licence on Acqurrscence or Lzssor To ANOTHER Lusses—OsLica- 
TION TO INQUIRE OF LacunsEE as TO Tunes or Licunce. 
In this case His Honour Judge Sronor delivered judgment as 
a —— is -_, of the most my —_ — ever come 
ore me in my very long ———— tiffs, pte pom 
of a lease granted to one senor of te sap Boor and 
basement of a house in Oxford-street, sue who is lessee of 
part of the house and the remainder of the basement, 


4 


the u 














tres- 
nd May pass by the commission of the following acts: first, the fixing of a show 
stand for photographs in the nature of a tenant's trade fixture on the cur- 
tilage = Grane Soee secondly, the fixing of frames con 
that the oy op es pert of tho auneh faen, Senine aaa (hs platetif 
e or passage of the s 
nortgage shop on the — floor and to the defendant's premises above ; thirdly, 
personal the fixing a lamp, actually a tenant’s trade fixture, which hangs in front of 
included the shop and over the curtilage. There can be po doubt that eve 
il estate | of those ag trespass on the piainti rope! it the defendan! 
15th of at the rial pleaded ait: he ha the p or s licen and 
a & that the tiffs were bound thereby. The counsel for the 
— defendant opened the defendant’s case on the footing that a licence 


was contained in the lease of the defendant’s premises for the 





_ fVol. 39.) 75r 
two first acts which be the case. He then 
Uiegod thes the deheodams Sa licence for all three acts, but he 
afterwards admitted that such Ayal mplnediy de phe La 
“eieinew the yin serene ae to the same, and he 
likewise w it as regards the. in Se gs a cue 
mone caly ot Ce Sees Se proved to be not in 
the lease, but in an t for the lease not under seal to which was 
attached a form of a in which no licence wee ee ee 
ing to which form lease was granted. I that there 
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LAW SOCIETIES, 


THE SUSSEX LAW SOCIETY. 


The following are extracts from the secretaries’ report to the annual 
meeting, held on the 22nd of August, 1895 :— 

. The number of members of the society is now 60, of whom 40 are 
Brighton and 20 country members. There are also 2 barristers who 
subscribe to the library. 

From the treasurers’ account submitted herewith it will be seen that the 
receipts during the past year have amounted to £122 6s. 8d., while the 
expenditure has been £122 1s. 9d., and that there is now a balance in hand 
of £112 3s. 10d. 

The members of the society dined together at the Hotel Metropéile, 
Brighton, on the 2nd of May last. Several members of the bar were 
present as guests and there was a larger muster than for several years 
past, the members thus showing their appreciation of the opportunity of 
meeting from time to time in friendly intercourse. 

The only Act passed last session specially affecting members of th> legal 
profession was the ‘‘ Mortgagees Costs Act,” providing in a very 
satisfactory way for the recovery of the costs of solicitor-mortgagees. 

An en apart of the House of Commons’ Select Committee on 
Trusts n has been —— which may form the basis of 
legislation in the near future. The Select Committee make certain recom- 
mendations with the view of relieving trustees in some measure from the 
serious liabilities to which they are at present subject. They also suggest 
that there should be in every district an official, whose duty it shall be to 
undertake the function of trustee when required to do so, but that it 
should be also possible to — professional or other suitable persons as 
trustees, whose accounts s be rendered at fixed periods and audited, 
and whose remuneration shall be ted by an official scale. These last 
recommendations are, however, q ied by so many conditions, with the 
view of more efficiently protecting those beneficially interested without 
interf with the discretionary ss which private trustees now exer- 
cise, that it will probably be found not easy to embody them in an Act of 
Parliament which will work in practice, and the Select Committee have 

the opinion that ‘‘ if all that can be offered to the public is an 

hierarchy of hardly accessible officials, or a reproduction of the 
tedious and costly methods of the past, it would be as well to leave things 
as they are.” 

A Land Transfer Bill was again introduced last session in a very similar 
form to that of 1894 and through the House of Lords. There 
to bea disposition in some quarters not to continue the opposition 
Bill, but at a — m of this society it was resolved to 

to oppose it with the view of its being referred to a Select Com- 
the House of Commons. At a meeting of the associated 
law societies, held in London, at which this society was repre- 

the same resolution was come to. The Incorporated Law ety 
up the matter in this spirit and succeeded in getting the Bill referred 
Select Committee. That committee sat and heard evidence on eight 
8 when the approach of the general election caused the committee to 
the following report :—‘‘ Your committee are of opinion that, in 
of the po Pray dissolution of Parliament, it is not possible to 
the ce which bears upon the Bill referred to them. They 
lore consider that it is not desirable to proceed further and they have 
to the evidence to the House.’”” With the exception of 
who was the first witness called, all the witnesses 
number) were on the part of the o ents of the Bill and 
other side was not gone into. The proceedings, with 
evidence at full h, are published as a Parliamentary Blue Book. Asa 
of his hester paper, referred to in our last year’s report, 

. Howlett was ly urged by the council of the Incorporated Law 
Society to give evidence on the lines of that paper. He was, however, 
peorsmned By physical weakness from doing so, and also from gi some 

of derived from travels and enquiries the 
Australian colonies and the United States of America. He, however, with 
considerable labour, supplied the committee with further examples of the 


bad of the existing land registry, and with a seriatim reply to Mr. 

Holt's published criticism on the Manchester paper etuenth. There 

however, to have been no time or means to get these before the 
Committee 


are the officers of the society :— 

-1896, Edward Waugh; honorary secretaries and trea- 
surers, J. W. Howlett and Geo. Cheesman. General committee, J. O. 
W. Stevens, W. A. Stuckey, H. J. Verrall, C. A. Woolley, the 
¢ and the hon. secretaries. 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENT. 


Mr. Reomatp N. Rocsrs, solicitor, Falmouth, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for taking acknowledgments of deeds by married 
Sone = the county of Cornwall. Mr, Rogers was admitted in Novem- 





GENERAL. 


In the House of Comnions on the 29th uilt., Mr. Hayden asked the 
Ghancellor of the Rxchequer whether ary step: would be taken to relieve 
executors and administrators from being obliged to pay interest until such 


mce, they could have ascertained the assets 
grant. Chancellor of the Exchequer replied that, 
under section 6, sub-section (6), of the Finance Act, 1894, interest was 
payable on the duty from the date of death. He did not think, as at 
present advised, that there was any occasion to alter the law in this 
respect. 

In the House of Commons on the 3rd inst. Lord H. Cecil asked the 
Home Secretary whether he would consider the propriety of taking steps 
to cause a public 7 to be held into the case of Mrs. Maybrick, such 
inquiry to be P over by a judge of the High Court, and conducted 
under judicial forms. The Home replied that he was about to 
give and impartial consideration to the case of Mrs. Maybrick, but he 

no power to order such an inquiry as was A 











Wakrnine To mrenpinc House Purcuasers AnD Lessees.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined by an Expert from The Sanitary Engineering Co. (Carter Bros ), 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house, 2 guineas ; 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr.] 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, Aug. 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lnarep in Caanczry. 
Exvectao-Macyetic Mxpicat Prastex Co, Limrep—Creditors are required, on or before 


req 
Oct 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and c 
to Mr Daniel Cooper, 134, Deansgate, Manchester. Tallent-Bateman, solor to liqui- 
dator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Awprutty anv District Pezrs Economic, Ampthill, Aug 27 
Ayiessury axp Distaict, A: . Aug 29 
First Lutow asp Disrnricr, . Aug 27 
Fourtu East BeprorpsHire, . Aug 27 
Laientox Buzzarp anv Disraict, Leighton Buzzard. ang wy 
Roya Countizs anp Generat Peruavent, W . s. Aug 28 
Szconp Fexwy Sreatrorp anv District, Fenny Stratford. Aug 29 
642xp Stan-Bowxett, Dunstable. Aug 27 
Suspenpep ror Turse Monras. 

Wivows’ ann Onpnans’ Funp, Statyeaipce Distaict, Odd Fellow’s Hall, Stalybridge, 

Chester. Aug 20 

London Gazette—Tuxspay, Sept. 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luorep 1 Caanozry. 
Tevet, Li —Creditors are required, on or before Oc’ 14, to send in their 
ae od the pastioulian’ of their debts or claims, to Frederick Cross, 9, 
st, Westminster ; 

H. pz Prerret & Co, Lam:teo—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 25, to send their 

names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to John Alexander 

James Shaw, 23, Queen Victoria st. Radcliffe & Co, Craven st, Charing Cross, solors to 

uidator 


lig ; 

Lis Cc Co, Lr —Creditors are uired, on or before Oct 14, to send their 
aeaees pn yb onmangeen particulars of thei debts or claims, to John Henry Chew, 75, 
Bury rd, Haslingden. Whitaker & Hibbert, i solors for liquidator — 

— a pany aoe. ——— _ » — t 2, as * 

heard 30. Queen solors for petner. ‘otice 
fog must reach the abovenamed not later 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 
29 

Sr Mr s Hi Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 29, to send 
‘Seb ates sakenteemen and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles F. 
Dale, 3, North parade, Penzance 

Usuimmirep 1x CHanczry. 

Hesvey Baipce Move: Buitpine Socrery—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 11, to 
send their names, addresses, and full particulars of their claims, to J. W. Shaw, Hope 
st, Hebden Bridge 








Ov ann Razz Fire Insvnance Poxiciss, &c., wanted to complcte a 
— by letter, to A.-R. 0., 76, Cheapside, Londen. — 
Apvr. 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day ov Cram. 
London Gasette.—Tunspay, Aug. 27. 
Artwoop, Taomas, Cradley, Worcester, Hammer Oct 21 Clark, West Bromwich 
Beans, — Bramley Hill, South Croydon, Gent Nov 1 Cave & Co, Fenchurch 


Bow ine, Cuartes Ropssr, Southampton Oct 10 Murray & Bowling, Cornwall 
Bauuritr, Caruzatune, Otley, York “Oct 8 Newstead & Co, Otley 
Bopp, Hexny Aurazp, Shepton Mallet, Somerset, Architect Oct 10 Nalder, Shepton 


Canis, Gzoncz, Monkton, Jarrow, Durham, Esq Oct 15 Joel & Parsons, Newcastle 


Cava; Memasen! Nottingham Oct 10 Marriott, Nottingham 

Cuarce, Toomas Caatrettp, Bishopsgate st Within, Architect Oct 1 Sutton Clarke, 
Contixoworts, Roszrr, Leeds, Joiner Oct 15 Middleton & Sons, Leeds 
Curupert, Many, Eaton ter,8.W. Oct 9 Clayton & Gibson, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Datrox, Janz, Sussex Novi Pearless & Sons, East Grinstead 

Gavxrogrr, Atraep, Halifax Oct1 Sutcliffes, Hebden Bridge 

Gower, Faxpseic Lewes, Surrey, Stockbroker Sept 24 Armstrong, Fenchurch st 








Hick.ixe, Joux, Birmingham, Bank Manager Sept 7 Rowlands & Son, Birmingham 
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Hossack, Col Gzonor, Haverstock Hill Sept 14 Jones, Mason’savenue 

Jusirxr, Hexrzy, Hampton Wick, Grocer Sept 30 Hope, Kingston on Thames 

Couser, Lieut 7 Aveustus Kirxwoop, Twickenham Sept 30 Darley & Cumberland, 
sjesaee, Sua Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer Oct 10 Marriott, Nottingham 

Lows, Wit1.14M, sen, Leicester, Surveyor Septi4 Deane & Hands, Loughborough 
Mz.row, Samvet, Dartford, Builder Sept 29 Ridley & Chancellor, Dartford 

Morrett, Epwarp, Battersea pk rd, Provision Dealer Oct 14 Wileocks, New inn 
Pysvs, Ricuarp, York, Gent Sept 22 Raley & Son, Barnsley 

Rawooe, Rowase Morwtaave Ross Gazex Exworr, York, Esq Oct 5 Taylor & Co, 


ct, Gray’s inn 

Roacn, Grores, , Gent Sept 30 Sibly & Dickinson, Bristol 

Rosixsoy, Witu1am Fornererms, Bayswater, Q.C. Sept 30 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 

Rosser, Jonny, Brecon, Agent Sept 30 Thomas, Brecon 

Rosset, Lows, High Royd Hill, nr Barnsley, York, Widow Oct 10 Rodgers & Co, 
8h 

pen ee Goswell rd, Butcher Sept 28 Breese & Suggett, Alders- 


Surrn, Eowim, Liverpool, Gent Oct 5 Payne & Frodsham, Liverpool 

Surra, WILL uae vane, Anerley rd, Anerley, Grocer Oct 21 Dommett & Son, Gres- 
ham 

Ticue, St | 1 ri Monrcay, Ashgrove, Ellesmere, Salop Sept 30 Gedge & 
Co, Great George 

Tixuine, Grorar, Bayswater, Eeq Dec 383i Howe & Rake, Chancery lane 

Turwer, Mantua, Nottingham Oct 10 Marriott, Nottingham 

Waker, Marrsa, Gaweott Sept? Hearn & Hearn, Buckingham 

Wawis, Evizaseru, Usk Oct 15 Gustard & Waddington, Usk 

Yearpye, Wii114m, Gosport, Architect Sept 25 Talbot Palmer, Gosport 

London Gasette.—Faipay, Ang. 30. 
Auten, Wiii1an, La tp amen Newcastle, Natal, Farmer Oct 31 Atkinson & 
L : 

ARDEN, Euiza Hanyang, Chelsce Oct 28 Sparks & Blake, Crewkerne 

Avstix, Davip, Horsebridge, Sussex, Grocer Oct 1 Douglas-Norman, Eastbourne 

Bappevey, Epwargp, 8t Mary Axe, EC Sept 29 Hellyar, New Broad st 

Bartox, Caaries, Birmingham, Manufacturer Sept 12 Hinds, Stourbridge 

Beer, Cunistiana, Longfleet, Poole Oct 15 Witt & Kemp-Welch, Poole A 

CiaRk, Pyscemes D’Arcy Ricnarp, Romford, Essex, Bamk Clerk Sept 10 Mills, Ips- 


wic 
Crank, Lrvivastows Eatox, Ipswich, Clerk Sept 10 Frost, Ipswich 





Cores, Cuantorre, Leamington Oct 5 Trollope & Winckworth, Westminster 
Coxway, Josern, Durham, Innkeeper Oct 14 Trotter & Co, Bishop Auckland 
Davis, Wituram Pair, Plymouth, Engineer Sept 18 Bolitho, Portsea 
Drxox, Gores, Salisbury, Gent Sept 90 * Hodding & Jacksoa, Salisbury 
Ex.ts, Many Axx, Ruthin Oct1 Lloyd & Roberts, Ruthin 
Haurtox, Hexny Mzapz, Charles st, Lieutenant General Oct 1 Wade, Old Jewry 
Haxcoox, Harnrer, Stratford upon Avon Sept 30 New, Evesham 
Hanszeon, Josura, Irechege Burn, Dushem Oct 12 Thompson, Stanhope, via Darling- 
‘eon, Caruznixe, Parkhouse st Oct 7 Spencer Gibson & Son, Cheapside 
Hoorox, Joux, Lewisham Sept 30 Greenep, Chancery lane 
Hosnasox, Cxantes Witt1am ALexanpes, Liverpool, Master Mariner Oct 31 HO& A 
Ixaoup, Hewry Jonny, Builder Oct 1 Crossman & Prichard, Theobald’s rd 
J Epwanp Kwianr, Penmaen Rectory, nr Swansea, Clerk Sept 30 Reor & Plant, 
Suns, Witttam Taomas, Upper Norwood, Surrey, Builder Oct! Martin & Nicholson, 
J Major-General Sir James, Fulford Hall, Warwick Oct 3i Lee & Oo, Bir- 
Kent, The Rev Avotraus, Penge, Surrey Oct 12 Rooke & Coker, Bath 

Gesse Bass, Gavel, Beet, Se Sept 30 Parish & Hickson, St 
ae | Bollington, Chester Sept 30 E Robinson Walker & Co, Man- 
Lone, Jase Cooran, Oommanter of Ghagship “Jagen™ Sept 30 John Vernon & Co, 
Marwess, Janus Hanns, Forest Gate, Busx, Deage’e Bayer Oct 1 Preston, Strat- 
Cases, Sourers Many Rosa, Hayter rd, Brixton Sept 14 Gibson & Co, Lincoln’s inn 
Parsee. Westy Hens Joss, Wilts, Boom, By Oct 10 Hores & Pattisson, 
RU Oct 12 Banks & Co, Liverpool 
Ricnarps, Joux Naruawrer, Carmarthen, Esq Oct 14 Richards, Carmarthen 
Suarpies, Axioz, Prestoo, Lanes Oct 1 Buck & Co, Preston 
Simmons, Grorcr, Handsworth Sept 29 Jacques & Sons, Birmingham 
Squines, Marcarer Awx, Sheffield Oct 21 Webster & Styring, Sheffield 
Srepuens, Axx, Old Kent rd Oct7 Smith & Gofton, Mark lane 
Tuomas, Wri114™ Davy, Cornwall, Farmer Sept 28 
Waurmray, Tuomas, Liverpool, Cow Dealer Oct 1 Cleaver & Co, Liverpool 
Wurre, Eouunp, Bath Sept 29 Shum,’ Bath 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. MarsHatt, , ~>! J, Fulham, Widow High Court Pet 


London Gasetie.—Farvay, Aug. 30. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
AvLEexanper, Atrrep Grorcx, Crouch End High Court Ord Aug 26 


‘ange Of fee’ Cambridge Junction, High st, Pre 
ee. = 


Yeast Dealer Sept isati Of 


Pet July 22 Ord Aug 28 Srupson, Gzoncr, Pontypridd, Jeweller Pontypridd Pet 
BATTLE, Siem, Manchester, Bookseller Manchester Pet Augié Ord Aug 26 Maspetie orn Retreat, how 
Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 Stappex, Hewny, Kent, Poulterer Rochester Pet Aug 28 Rept 6 ob 4 at, 
Benz, JL, the Rev, Rye, Clerk High Court Pet | Ord Aug 98 eats 
July 31 Ord Aug 26 SuaLt, Paawx, Barry, Glam, Contractor Cardiff Pet Aug aroun, Bure, Go Agent Sept 
Beaty, ABRAnA Surgeon Bir- 8 Of 19, st, 
Pet Aug 28 Quren, Sane Wout, Hawker, Rochester Pet Aug 26 Ord | Moreax, 


ming! 
Branpox, Henry Joux, Fleet ing 3 ae High Court 
Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 26 


Butrretp, Rosset, Cru riars, E ws Wine Merchant 

e Hig ae Pot July §_ Ord Aug 26 Hull, 

atron, Groner Roserr, ingvton. Upon ened 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Aug 27 Ord A 


Caatmers, Jonn Josern, Blackburn, BY sciotant ILLIAMS, x 
Rs Pettey sete te naa Forma | Om ane 
LARIDGE, Epwin Ricuarp, on 
Oxford Pet Aug 28° Grd A mes Amended Notice 
on ay ed Cel Ane ar Ganslingny, Draggiet - | wr son, Joun 


Cumixe, Joux, 


Builder Croydon Pet Aug 26 
ug 
Dames S soanen Bennett’s mews, Builder High Court 
Ord Aug 26 
Blacksmith Shrewsbury Pet 
me. wee me, Ironmonger Norwich’~ Pet 
Aug 2% Ord Aug 
ares, we wane, General Dealer Swansea Pet esta: 
J 


A ] 
ON dre Glam, Grocer Pontypridd Gene 
— ps be Hansr, 


aan i Red ryt a = SS 








wsbury 
Prom, Grow, sie Cose, aeee Vale 1 W. Sept 7 at 11 
mow 
Haccue, Tuowas Pusscorr -* Wim Povey Quay st, ‘ale of Wight . 
a High Court Pet Aug26 Ord | Dar  Latooster Sept 6 at 12 Off Reo, 1, 
H ’ . Licensed Vi Ponty- 
ae oe ictualler ty- | Dittow, Wiiuiam, Atley, Blacksmith Sept 6 at 11 Off 


Ord Aug 26 Shrewsbury 
Hasse, ins Gai Dembesbe, Sesmet Pembroke Dock PR res 
awaive, Senoantce Ja vine, Pea, Butcher Guild- Tyne 
Hoey Women 


on Tees Bet Ang 21 Ord see 


acturer Leicester Pet | Hesxera, Wi114m, 


Augi4 Ord A) Ogden’s chmbrs, 
Saons0%, Wrntay Ste, 5, Meek, Butcher Sheffield intima, How sno, Clapham a pullder Sept 6 at 12 
Sennen haan ae — Manchester, pgnippiog Agent Hows py ar Corn Merchant 
Manchester Pet June 24 Ord A: Cardiff 


Krause, Mary Jane, Li 
Pet A Ord Aug 





Matcoum a Wren xu Wereue 1 geniag lane, Merchant High 
Court et July 12 Ord Aug 28 a 


Veagaen, Tuomas, Bredon Cheltenham Pet Aug 28 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
act Oe, by Views areal Sept 10 at 2.30 Three Tuns 


Lomnam, ent Bept @ at 1220 u, 
Peckina Eye Chek Sept 6 at 11 Bankruptey 


Buoxuey, J 
“7 alana fy hy CS — a 


South Shields, 
Sept 11 at 11.90 Off Rec, Pink lane, Neweastle on 


oe & Tuomas Paescort, TLLLAM Povey, 


st 
Humpueers, Grorcr » Joiner Wrexham a | el Fayue, Biscuit Manufacturer 
Pet Aug 26 Ord ‘ lanl 
mI Se pia Sept 18 at 12 Om Hac, 35, Victria et, Liverpoct 


verpool, Trained Nurse Liverpool a Hawker Sevtllat 11 Off Reo, 22, 
Caasess Temne, Resisley oq, Gent Sept 9 at 


z 
‘i 
f 


if 


Ship’s Cook Sept 6 at 2.20 
















Farmer Sept 6 at 2 Off 


Shields, Fancy Goods Dealer 


Bept 
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ADJUDICATIONS. 
Leather Merchant Liverpool 
Barris, F. 


28 
Fa , Bookseller Manchester Pet 
Bassoart, EW W. Crcpden, Builder Croydon Pet Aug 19 
yA Ashton juxta 
aie 


sae 


Joux Barruerr, Birmingham, 
Commercial Traveller Pet Aug 22 Ord 


26 
— Glam, Grocer Pontypridd 


i Ruopes Axprew, Bir- 
Birmingham July 30 


Dewsbury, by Tobacconist 
Ey, 


3 Licensed Victualler Ponty- 


Aug 26 
zs, Atrrzep, Amroth, en Farmer Pembroke 
Dock Pet Aug 26 Ord A 
Cuartes Herry, » Kent, Coal Mer- 
Maidstone pa iey 18 Ord Aug 83 
Bank, Timekeeper Stock- 
Ct, Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 
= Odaewe Ruabon, Joiner Wrexham 
wane hal con, Jnr, and Agtave Norwaz, 
Bedfordshire, Auctioneers Luton Pet Aug 21 
y, acntactanell Jeweller Bir- 
Saxe, Li Liverpooi, oa Penh t Ware Liverpool 
use J vows, Glam, Draper Neath Pet 
ons, Bradford, General Printer Bradford Pet 
verfordwest, Confectioner Pem- 


Groro 
Rochester Pet 


Auctioneer Birmingham Pet 
» Hawker Rochester Pet Aug 26 
Zeal Monachorum, Farmer Exeter Pet 
Augé Ord Aug 27 
a ane Farmer Cheltenham Pet 
Wasgeun, Sones, Leeks Leeds, Commission Agent Leeds Pet 
ug 
a Jom, Billinghay, Grocer Boston Pet Aug 23 
Witxisox, Joux Percy Ricxerr, Oldham, Cabinet Maker 
Oldham Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 27 


Wri2u1ass, Jonx TLLIAMS, Joun Owes, and Wiitram 
‘Wiisams, Lianelly, Tailors Carmarthen Pet Aug 26 


London Gasetie,—Tursvar, Sept. 3. 
. RECEIVING ORDERS. 


uo, WiLL1am Jauzs, Northumberland Newcastle 
er eee Aug 29 
Batt, Haaay, Yorks, Boot Dealer Sheffield Pet Aug 13 


29 
Boam, Wi114m Epwanp, yoy} Coal Merchant Lei- 
Pet Aug 30 "oy 


York Pet Aug 29 
—~" ‘ag'3 Ord Aug 27 Chiswick, Hatter Brentford 
capeaan, Crewe; Stationer Nantwich 





Gum, w S. Noble st High Court Pet Augi3 Ord 


ay > » Sn bury, Traveller High Court Pet 
ug 30 
deans new A, and Wiiuiam Kirx, Hanover sq, Job 
Master Ord Aug 30 


h Court Pet Aug 14 
Lamoyt, Saxe FP - Chorley, ton Pet 


A 
— sv Hy Bromley, Gent Croydon Pet June 20 Ord 


LaRKkINS, 
A 


ewe Epowarp Jonw Kewpatt, Leadenhall st High 


Court Pet July 31 Ord Aug 30 
oO’ Lae, Joux, Cornwall, Farmer Truro Pet Aug 27 


Aug 27 

Pictox, Gzoror, Brixton, Builder High Court Pet June 
2 Ord Aug 3 

Pywer, Waiter Warre, Wingham, Farmer Canterbury 
Pet Aug Ord Aug 30 

Savier, m, Sapier, Josern Caries, and Sauve. 
Heyry Newson, Coventry, Wheelwrights Coventry 
Pet Aug 28 hgh ges 

Surru, ot he and Wiiuiam Sarrn, Penarth, Grocers 
Cardiff Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Genees, ee. 2 Aberdare, Fruiterer Aberdare Pet Aug 
26 


ug 26 

Tastes, ¢ Joun, Eastcheap,EC High Court Pet Aug 
8 ug 29 

Tizury, onx, Tonypandy, Glam, Builder Pontypridd 


Pet Aug 1 
Treceanen & &... Cam! , Cornwall, Cabinet Makers 
238 


Truro Pet Aug 19 Ord A 
Waite, Fiorexce Seiwa, and weTance Lizzig Maria 
rruan WHITE, uth Poole Pet Aug 29 


Ord Ang 29 
Wrsos, Josurn, Bo Folkestone, Florist Canterbury Pet Aug 


ug 30 
Wiss, Joun Taomas, and Davin Woop, Leeds 
Fruit Merchants Leeds Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 

Woon, Jowas, Ashford, Licensed Victuall 
Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 31 
Amended Notice yy ee for that —— in the Lon- 
ion Gazette of 
Fisxp, leeds. a? Frepericx —_ Awprew, Bir- 
Ord Faly'30 . Brassfounders Birmingham Pet July 30 
ul 
Amended astipe substituted for that published in the Lon- 
don Gazette of the 23rd August : 
Kent, Atrrep, es Jeweller 
Birmingham Pet Aug?21 Ord Aug 21 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Avexanpes, Atraep Gores, Crouch End, Greengrocer 
Bankruptcy bi 


13 at 11 st 

Batrix, Fanget, Manchester, Bookseller Sept 11 at 3 
Ogden’ ~ chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Denicx Avoustus, Yardley. Sept 12 at 11 23, 

Golmore row, Bi 

Boor, Gzorcz, Wakefield, Boot Dealer Sept 10ati1 Off 
Ree, 6, Boi 

Braxpos, Henry Joux, Fleet Bs Publisher Sept 11 at 
2.30 Bankruptcy 

Broveutoy, Ricuarp,  puilder Sept 11 at 
2.30 Caew's s chmbrs, Bridge mies Tg? Manchester 

Canresten, Freperick, Folkestone, uilder Sept 13 at 2 
Of Canterbury 

ey er) Ley y= ee - » Druggist Sept 
10 at11 Off Rec, St Paul’s sq, 

Dien, Eeteon, Seemfocd st, Builder Sept 11 at 12 

y 
—- BOwUED, Bucks, Farmer oa 10 at 12 Off Rec, 
le — se oe 

Poces, FE, Mal Factor Sept ‘tl at12 Bankruptcy 

Foxton, Wnean, York, Boot Dealer Sept 12 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 

Frost, Gzorar, Hants, Licensed Victualler Pan 30 at 3 
Of Ok Ree, Gambridge Junction, High Street, Porte- 

Haut, Epwapp Bese F | on we Watling st Sept 12 at 12 


sonce Hewry. , ae Licensed Victualler 
10 at 12.90 2, Railway app, London Bridge, 


8 
Hussarp, Percy Royat, Croydon, Builder 10 at 12.30 
Sh Ritent epee Lenten Beton, 6 
Host, Jack, er, Man Bept 11 at 12 
'b, Basinghall ot Bept 
Tnoxs, Jaxrs P, Basing st Septi2atil Bankruptcy 
Jackson, Witt1am Hinpe, Sheffield, Butcher Sept 10at 3 
Off Heo, Figtree in, Sheffield 
Jenkins, WI.iiaM, Penarth, Zz Insurance Agent 
Sa gL 29, Queen st, Cardiff _ 
WIN, JOHN KLEUBEN, —, ottingham, Clerk 
11 at 12 Off Rec, St Peter's Church walk, Nottiny. 
Matcotm, Witi1am Rirxen, Seething lane, E C, Merchant 
Bept 10 at 1 Carey st 
Manrsuaut, Mrs aoe Fulham 10at2.30 Bankruptcy 


Mutyzs, Gzoncs Srerueyson, Swansea, Mechanical 
neer 18 at 11 Off Ree, Whitehall chmbrs, 3, 


How ey, 


row, 
O’Lzary, Jonx, Perranzabuloe, a, Farmer Sept 

10 at 12.30 Off Rec, Boscawen st, 
Patrersoy, Jouy see oe : y 
t Edward st, 


Oat 11 bff Reo, 35 
Picro: Ce i iti Cbates ittiee Sept 10 at 
, i rege Ang st 
Prwzr, Warten War Kent, Farmer Sept 
Pr Marr ks Sept 11 at 12 2%, 

;~. DIA gy Ary, 
moe gp, Lenten Beier 

Re en ee Sept 11 at 3.30 
Rica. Seton ah pk Toy mie feed Sept 12 at 11 Off 


Samoxit, B ay | ose Wiuttan conte Nppuaane 


Sept 12 at 11 10, Athonoouma 





Siappex, Fig Weg pees Poulterer Sept 16 at 129 on 
haite does, Bechester Hawker Sept 16 at 11.80 on 


mam, Reinier Sept 13 at 10.59 — 
West Brome Baker Sept 18 at 10.45 
er 
Court, est Bromwich 
Srvsixeron, a ay pusnte, Builder Sept li at W > 


omas, and 


Sroxes, Joux, 
Coun 


Sroxes, Syivanu 
County 


~ aa Tarese 


Sept 12 at 10 Bull Hotel Waa 


cutee Cuanves Henny, and Witti4m Hever all 4 
Wakefield, Liner Diapers Sept 12 at 10.45 eo 


Hotel, 
VALLENoER, Tuomas, Worcester, Farmer Sept 12 at 4 4 
ity Cheltenham 


Coun’ 
Wairaxer, James Hexry, om. Grocer Sept if 
w at 11 y= re row, ee 
HITEHEAD, CuristorHer, Middlewich, Ironmonger Sept 
Hotel, Crewe 


11 at 2.45 ’ 
‘olkestone, Florist Septi3at2.30 Of © 


Witsow, Josera, . 
Ree, 73, Castle st, Can‘ i 
Wiraeniver, ARTavR, , Carpenter Sept 13 at 
10.30 10, Athenzoum te. Plymou yath 
: ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bacon, Bex, Manchester, Pottery Manufacturer Derby 
Pet July 10 Ord Aug 81 ‘ 
oe a ham, Gent Greenwich Pet July3 


Suan AV idanaronp, Wandsworth High Court Pet 
June 28 Aug 29 ~ 
—— p rene Ipswich, Baker Ipswich Pet Aug 26 


ug 
Bowen, Ricuarp, Usk, Builder Newport, Mon Pet Aug 
30 Ord Aug 30 


Brayvos, Henry Joux, a st, Pablisher High Court 
Pet ang Ord Aug 
Dees, ALTER Boece Penmaiten, Clerk Stour. 
Pet Aug2i Ord Aug 
Edmon- 


Browy, poy a “rotteaham, Builder 
ton Pet Aug 28 4 
Bungess, aon Chair. ure Agent Macclesfield 
Case oo nr Oldbury, Worces- 
sy Langley (oon wich, Pet Aug 8 Ord 
= 


ry 

Cousins, WiLttam Veen * Martin’s ct High 
Court Pet June 29 Ord A rn Se 

Gas, R ns Cuaartzs, Brighton, Hosier Brighton 

Pet —— rd Aug 13 

ae = y | 1cHaRD, Leeds, Mechanical Engineer Leeds 


ug 28 Aug 28 

Dit1ew, Wusssam, Actin, sualon, Blacksmith Shrewsbury 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 31 

Peary, WILLIAM Lege Ty i _ E C, Solicitor 
High Court April 3 ug 

Gover, Faayx Epwarp, Crewe, Stati 
Aug 81 Ord Aug 31 


J 
Habeas, Jou, Curd, B Builder Cardiff Pet Aug 3 Ord 


Hatt, ~ he Fayrie, het peme—| Biscuit Maker Liver- 
Pet Aug17 Ord Aug 31 


aa; Epwarp Brace ee Watling st High Court 
Huan: 
Court Pet July 12 Ord A 
, Traveller High Court Pet Aug 
ug 
oe Win, erm Insurance Agent 


THRESH, 


July 9 Ord Ang 90 
AxBegt, Camberwell iy} Dramatic Agent 
Ja wae Hips, 1 © Butcher Sheffield 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 29 
JamEs, yea 
80 Ord A: 
Cardiff 
= Ord Aug 27 
Tea Dealer Birmingham 


Gnaezn, Chorley, Draper Bolton Pet 
Aug 31 
mK Tapas, Barrow in Furness, Grocer 
Barrow in Furness E aot y Ord Aug 31 
Litrtes, ogee, Tae Lanes, Yi cast Dealer Ti Liverpool Pet 
23 ug 31 
Laan Joux, Cornwall, Farmer Truro Pet Aug 27 
238 
PB, Joun Gerrard, Staffs, Manufacturer’s Agent 
Macclesfield Aug 12 mS TA 
ats ae "tT k Kent, Farmer ester Pet Aug 


17 ug 
ay wy aes, Jeweller Pontypridd Pet 


sept | Surry, Fuxounic, and Witu1am Surru, Glam, Grocers 
Ord Aug 29 


Aug 
Witps, Oecan Fineat O’Fianentiz Wis, Chelsea, 
Author Court Ord 


Pet June 21 Aug 31 
Witi1ams, Jou Taomas, and Davip Woop, Leeds, 
Merchants Leeds Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
Woop, ag r Brn 4 7: censed Victualler Canter- 
bury Aug Aug 31 
Waicat, Bexsamin Wit11au, Bilston yen h Bacon Curer 
Wolverhampton Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 30 


SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 


Sept. 11.—Mesers. J. A. Luuiey & Co. 26 4, Mechlo-anty 
at 1, and Contents of Residence ( 
tisement, Aug. 17, p. 4). 














tea aie 


